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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Indiana PTA to &
voice my opposition to the vchip rating system. The rating system ; o
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can g S
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their o]
children. The FCC should accept no rating system that does not mg
include content information about programs such as V (for “
violence), S (for sexual content), L (for bad language). 1]
o
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to families and children. O
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March 24, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissionefg'"~™ "'~ "\ “"INAL
c/o Federal Communications Commission o

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Shivela Middle School
PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can maké d&CITIONS about what 1is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs

were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
systme has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1966. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
place on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

P Y
| M M hck\e Ne. of Copies rec'g C/
a, California ——

Member, Shivela PTA Board, Murri List ARCL:=

\«h—
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March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o0 Federal Communication Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: €S Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Simmons
Middle School PTA from Hoover, Alabama to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. We
feel the rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information for parents to make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and world Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory reguirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the
FCC and that it include parents and;

Ble Copies rec’dL
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*  That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank vou for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

SOV At
Eva H. Click
Corresponding Secretary

Simmons PTA
Hoover, Alabama



Mareh 10, 1997

Chavtvman Reod Thand b and IPCC Comi ssioners
¢, Federal Communications Commission
2919 M Street NoW., Room 222

Woendngton, DC 20554

. e P L T T ST A SR A
COCpES R T AR ATIRY

P RNV SRREN 4
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commiss:ioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FOC 9734

I amwriting on behalf of the National PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my
ofposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Juck Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
nolos decisions about what is appropriate TV programnang for their children.
Mo cor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overvthelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives perents information about the content of programs
we re conducted by the National P A, U.S. News and Wor ld keport, and Media Studies
Certer/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to aake those choices themselves based on content
irformation about the program. .ny rating systemwitihcut content descriptions

o 1he sercen and publicized inperiodicals that carry 1V schedul ing is useless,

The IPCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
s met statutory requirements of the Telecommunicaticns Act of 1996, 1 do not
Loiieve this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating

sy<tem. Instead, | request the Jollowing:

* That under no ¢ircumstance - should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC stould accept no rating system that does not
include content informati. about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L{for language),

No. of. Copies rec'd
List ABCD=
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* That the FCC require a V--¢hip band broad enough that would al low paren:

to receive more than one rating system,

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more pronminently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a

program;

* That the rating board be irdependent of the industry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

“That any raling system approved by the FCC be eveluated by independent

research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children

and Tamilies.

Sincerely,

M )@/m 7 bz
SEY M&va//w
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Mireh 10 y 1997

Chairman Reod Hhand U and PCC Commi ssioners

¢ o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Streel N.W., Room 222

Wrshington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commiss. oners:
RI-. CS Docket No. 97-55, FOC 97 - s

I omwriting on behalf of the Na . ional PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my
opnosition to the v-chip rating «ystem as presented by Jzck Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. “‘he rating symbol on the
T\; sereen does not provide suff.cient content informaZion so that parents can
~oke decisions about what is anpropriate TV programm.ng for their children.
Witor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overvwhelming parent preference
fcr arating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
we re conducted by the National PPA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Cealer/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
the ir ¢children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information aboutl the program. Any rating system without content descriptions

ol the sercen and publicized inporiodicals that carry 7V scheduling is useless.

The FCC, Dy Taw, is required to Jotermine whether the adustry's rating system
Pasmel statutory requirements f the Telecommunications Act of 1996, 1 do not
boo cve this system does so and a.sk that the FCCnot appirove the industry rating

s tem.  Instead, 1 request the following:

* That under no ¢ircumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content informaticiabout programs such as V{(for violence), S(for

sexual depiction and nudiv) and L( for language; Mo of Copies rec'd 0

C DRGHE
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*That the FCC requzre a Vochip band broad enough tial would allow pares: -

to reccive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and eppear more frequently during the course of a

program;

“That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

“That any raling system approved by the PCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if 1t meets the needs of pa-ents.

Thank you for this opportunity .o commeni on an issue ¢o important to children

at-1 families.

Sincerely,

&7 72&/ 77t/
357 Homofn Ve 7@/ °
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Dale and Diane Fisher
11995 South Redwood Road
Riverton, Utah 84065

A

March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the national PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the foflowing:

¢ That under no circumstances shouid the FCC approve the mdusiry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of the program;

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it inciude parents; and

e That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meet s the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely, Q . -
- 7 o —— -
CD f»"/g‘- ? ‘ ._ R No. of Copies rec'd O
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-MonNu-01a ALUSOIL. “f0ere s d redily

s difference having a child after 40.

ere’s a sense of isolation.”

Warwick grew up in the “Rather
iows Best” generation and always ex-
cted to become a wife and mother. She
dit all planned — a child at 24, another
ew years later. Life, however, had oth-

plans. It wasn't until her second mar-

.ge that the idea of motherhood arose.

timately, Warwick and her husband

cided to adopt.

Despite her hopes, motherhood wasn’t

sy. Cameron had colic and a condition
led reflux that caused her to throw up
:quently. The spirited fair-haired,

1e-eyed infant didn’t like to take naps™

go to bed at night. It was exhausting. -

An Eye-Opener: Like: Warwick

ephanie Rasines, 47, of Brentwood .
in't believe motherhood would be

unting. She was a professional. How

rd could it be to care for one little tyke?

These days, Rasines says mothering

%2-year-old Jacob is more. demanding-

an her previous career practicing law.

“This is the most difficult, challenging -

b I've ever had,” she said. “Before, I
«d a secretary. Boy,do1I n}iss that secre-

Uﬁfortunately, Rasines can't look to
T aging parents for help, another issue
at binds this group of women. Rasines

t only is chasing her child, she’s caring.

r her ill parents,

Yet these'women have no trouble th!{
g off the blessings of waiting.

They feel confident about themselves
id know how they want to raise their

lildren. And because they’ve ‘waited a-

ng time to become mothers, they may

ke the responsibility a little more seri-

1sly than younger women. ‘ )
“We're in hetter possession of our-
:lves now. We're more relaxed with who
e are,” Rasines said. .

“1 don't resent all the things I had to
ve up” for motherhood, said D.C. Wal-
in,'43, of Santa Monica, Calif., mother to
1-month-old Matt. Referring to the va-
itions and liesurely weekends, she said,
[ figure I've been there, done that.”
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- lion more *’because. o1 these sChemeg I vy erunch involving the: $1.6 billion recy
require minority bidding” might no‘t ‘struction; the $20 million in greenery

stand up in court, he said. ~._ 4 pivother aesthetics planned for the freeway
But board member Rich Kuchinsky ‘probably will be pitched to keep the pro'.

blamed Gibbons & Reed officials for 10s-" - ject within the budget.

In short, pavement before pmes

Even 50, Wasatch Constructors mclud-

See_LIGHT RAIL, Page A;e, |
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Highlights of a new study on the kinds of vf co.
* TV programs and the types of characters involved
Characters | e : S
Type Aggressors . Victim etwdfk"shows with:
# Human % o once’ 54%
R Human-iike animal 14%  15% - i Arti-viclence theme. 5%
®Human-like supematural 7% 7% i Scenes with 29%
®Animal 1% 5. i Unpunished violence
M Supernatural creature . 3% 3% . \vllii‘talier?é iggilgent 61%
Nature ' - .
~ W Good 5% 3% '-':ggg:tnetdvcgglence 61%
W Bad 28% -35%: .
W Good and bad 12%  10%
M Neutral 10%
W Attractive 1%

Study Slams TV’s Ratings Code
And Its High Violence Content

BY SHERYL STOLBERG:
LOS ANGELES TIMES
WASHINGTON — Scholars

-from four universities delivered

a double blow Wednesday to the
besieged television industry, re-
leasing a study that found seri-.
ous flaws in the new ratings code
and pervasive levels of TV vio-
lence despite the public outery
against it.

In their second annual Nation-
al Television Violence Study, re-
searchers found that 61 percent
of shows in the 1995-96 TV sea-
son contained violent scenes,
compared with 58 percent dur-
ing the preceding season.

Researchers also - concluded

that the TV ratings system is

likely to have a “forbidden
fruit” effect, enticing children
to watch the same violent pro-
grams their parents are trying to
shield them from. They urged
the industry to dump the 3-
month-old code — which evalu-
ates programs based on the age
of potential viewers — in favor
of one that labels shows accord-
pg to content.

The $3.3 million study, fi-

5¢/+ L€ k< 7}1 bane

B Utah'€ TV news race B-4

panced by the National Cable
Television Association, is impor-
tant because it employed scien-
tific methods and was conducted
by independent researchers
from well-known institutions:
the University of California at
Santa Barbara, the University of
North Carolina, the University
of Texas and the University of
Wisconsin.

TV industry critics halled the
work as too significant to ignore.

“If this doesn’t put the death
knell in Jack Valenti’s plans,
nothing will,” said Jeff Chester,
executive director of the non-
profit Center for Media Educa-
tion.

As head of the Motion Picture
Association of America, Valenti
devised the 28-year-old movie
ratings system, on which the TV
ratings are patterned.

On Wednesday, he issued a
terse statement that said in part:
‘“After 28 years, 79 percent of
parents find the movie ratings
gstem very useful to fairly use-

1. Next survey, please.” '
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Cops
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" RANCHO SANTA FE {
— The bodies of at leas
young men in matching
pants and tennis ' shoes
found Wednesday -after @
parent mass suicide ifia mi
dollar mansion oécupied
quasi-religious. grOup of
puter programmers! '

The men, all-about 18
years old, were lying on.
backs on cots, mattresse:
" beds with. their Hands"at
sides, said San Diego-C:
sheriff’s Cmdr. n Fplm

The cause of death wag n-
mediately” knéwn&‘ and'"
were no suicide notes’ fou
any mdlcatxon of a m
Fulmer said. v

The cult the men belong
called W.W. Higher 'S¢
practiced celibacy and abst
from smoking and drinkin
cording to Milt Sllverman
attorney for the. owner ¢
home where the men died.
were apparently celebrat
“holy week” when they die
verman said.

Real-estate agent Scott
ren showed the house last
and was greeted by abo
people, both men and w
who referred to the com
filled mansion as “our ter
said his employer, Bob Dy

“Everybody was met a
door. Shoes had to be take
and [visitors] were invit
wear surgical booties or s
said Dyson.

Several rooms containe
puters where members
Warren they were deve
World Wide Web pages.

“They kept referring
temple as very self-suf

f:*see SUICIDE? Pa



March 28, 1997
COBKET FILE CIDY QRIGINAL

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing to you to voice my opinions and concerns about the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Parents, (based on major surveys
released this fall) want a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of the programs, ie., V (for Violence), S (for Sexual
depiction and nudity), L (for Language), etc.

Our government and its branches work for the people, and not visa versa.
Our tax dollars go to the government to protect the people and this
nation--to make it a better place for all to live. Anything that tends to
undermine our personal freedoms and degrade the quality of life of this
nation should be strongly guarded against.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating

system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of

1996. | do not believe this system does so, and | would ask that the FCC

not approve the industry rating system. Instead, | would ask you to please

consider the following:

1)  That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system.

2)  That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program.

3) That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents.

No. of Copies rec’d
List ABCDE




-Page Two-

4) A much more specific rating system as mentioned above.
Thank you for hearing me out on an issue so important to children and

families.

erely v

lired (5.

id C. Craig
Orem Utah
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March 26, 1997 ST OR/G/:’\]A

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Linda
Vista Elementary School PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA,
U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe -this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. 1Instead, we request the following:

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

° That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that
would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

° That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger,
more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

. That the rating board be independent of the industry
and the FCC and that it include parents; and

° That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

No.ochphsrafd,,_é;__,




Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Bwer ). Frcomar

Bruce J. Freeman

oy I F

Mary L. Freeman

Mo, of Conies ree
List ARCELE
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commission S o
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 e R N L
Washington, DC 20554 o

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

West Side PTA :
[ am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Elkhart, IN (local, xmureHxdic-
BB OsrEREAY to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

¢ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
/2
‘Qé,é/t/\zj/q
5395% Pere Tree rHeres [Jo. S\fB %op;'es rec'd 0
DV S ist ABCDE
Wu,u/f/ - {OST V




March 26, 1997

Chairman Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 e
Washington, DC 20554 cocyer TR TOOTYL L

ST e o LG A

RE: CS Docket # 97-55, FCC 97-34

Chairman Hunt and Commissioners:

[ am writing to you as a father, an elementary school teacher, and as the Chair
of the Minnesota State PTA Health and Welfare Commission to express my
opposition to the current television rating system. As a parent [ need content
information that is meaningful, and this system does not provide what I need.

As a member of a State PTA Board I respectfully remind you that in several major
national surveys since last fall parents have overwhelmingly supported descriptive,
easy-to-understand, content-based rating systems. These are used now in some cable
programs and are helpful.

Please DO NOT SUPPORT THE CURRENT SYSTEM designed by Mr. Valenti,
et al. At the very least continue to experiment with competitive models of rating
systems and have another comment period. Goodness knows we took decades to
get to where we are now, you do not need to rush to a final decision. Include
parents on any design team, and to be optimally objective insist that the rating board
be fully independent of the television industry and the FCC.

To endorse a system that does not provide meaningful information is less
helpful than to have no system in place. I believe that because a poor system lulls
parents into complacency about this important concern. You can authorize a better,
clearer, smarter system. Please do so for our children.

Sincerely,

Mok 02 Sihlonin,

Mark W. Schlemmer
521 Seventh Avenue South
Saint Cloud, MN 56301-4327
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2443 Turberry Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45244
March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wilson Elementary PTA to voice my
opinion on the current television ratings system. It is my understanding that the
current system is up for approval. | strongly oppose the current system because it
does not give me enough information in deciding what programs are acceptable for
viewing in our home. | encourage you to only endorse a system that provides content
information about the program (sex, violence, language, mature themes).

As a federal commission, you are entrusted by the public to oversee television
communications. | have read about many market studies that have been done that
overwhelmingly indicate that parents want a content-based rating system. It is your
responsibility to ensure this for the public. Please do not let us down!

When a rating system is approved, | would also propose that it be mandated that the
ratings be published in program guides. In addition to seeing the rating at the
beginning of the show, possibly allow the viewer to also see the rating when they
choose (by pressing a special key, similar to when you recall the current channel
number on tvs).

As a responsible parent, | work diligently to screen television, videos, computer
games, etc., but the job seems overwhelming at times. Please ensure for all parents
that the violent content, sexual content, bad language and mature themes of a show
can be known before viewing by only approving a content-based rating system.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

7

Christie Brown

cc. Joan Dykstra, National PTA
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